
* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank YOU for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

ve~.y .trU1Y yours, ,I-
/}J1t~tl ~

Mary ~ Birarelli
5 Woodcrest Avenue
Trumbull; CT 06611



March, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Conununieations Commission
1919 M S1reet N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC97-34

uaCKEf Fl! COPV ORIGINAL

As a member of the National PTA and the Manor Hill PTA in Lombard, m., I am
writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented bY Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
my TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that 1, as a parent, can
decide what is appropriate for my family to watch.

I strongly agree with the results of major surveys released in the faD which showed that
parents don't want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. I want to
make those choices myself, based on content information about the program.
Furthennore, the ratings should be published in advance of a program's airing in periodicals
that carry TV schedules.

By law, the FCC is required to detemrine whether the industry's rating system bas met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do NOT believe this
system does so. I ask the FCC NOT to approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

• Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's current rating
system. The FCC should accept a rating system only if it includes infonnation about the
content and frequency of violence (V), sexual depiction and nudity (S) and adult language
(L).

• The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would aBow parents
to receive more than one rating system.

• The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program..

• The rating board should be independent of the indusUy and the FCC, and it
should include p.:rents.

• Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by an independent
research source to detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Though I can and often do tum off the TV in my home, it remains by far the most
pervasM influence on America's children with the potential for enonnous impact on
society. 1bank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of utmost importance to
all ofour children and families.

Ne,. Ccpies rec'd,_O=·__
L:il ABCiCE



To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.@., Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: L.. r FllF COpy ORiGINAl

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I oppose the Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementations Group, V-chip rating
system. The rating symbol does not provide sufficient information for parents to make
a knowledgeable decision about the program they are about to watch. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U.S. New and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I
request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently ....maybe even constantly
during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for letting myself and others make recommendations for a better tomorrow
for our families.

Sincerely,

~(J~~ No, o! Copies rec'd,__O__
Lir;t ABGDE



Mrs. Ruth Kofoed
9740-B Pecan Tree Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33436

March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt & Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COpyORIGINAL

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Spring Ridge Elementary School PTA, in
Frederick, Maryland, to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system presented on January 17,
1997. I am a grandmother of two children attending Spring Ridge and I strongly recommend a
rating system that would rate on violence, sexual depiction and nudity, and language.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

,(Pd-. ;(r
Ruth Kofoed

No. of Copies rec'd'---_O__
UstABCDE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o· Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

5:13a rJ. l~dtC-u
I~c VYlO 04(( g

UOCl(Ef F!lE C:?Y ORIGJNAL

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Davidson School PTA in Kansas City,
Missouri, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January/17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that give parents infonnation
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, US News and World Report,
and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents Want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carrY Tv scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depietion and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one lating system;

~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, tk~/~

I

No. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABeDi: ------



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DoCKErFILE COpy ORIGINAL

, ,. ~ I

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Transit Middle School PTSA to voice our opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the '.."V Streen ooes Dot providt :jumci~iJ, ~Olit~lit

information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterfRoper. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC Dot approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under DO circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the programs such as V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

" That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more then
one rating system;

* That tbe rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

" That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chUdren and families.

L(\ .
C'No. of Copies rec'd, _

List ABCDE -
',I . . '" _ i~ I V '1~1



March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

~~:h~:~::~~'~05::om222 OOMr FiLE GOFY OR!GINAL
)

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and the local PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course ofthe program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Vaut if JlI2y ffia::~
David & Paige Golding /
Gastonia, NC



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Commlmications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room222)
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: ':" -'/. ~~Ifli~OOpyORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choj~t:s.myselfb~sed on content information
about the program:'-~liy~r~ilng system withoutcontent descriptions on the.";? ~
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted whic.h.M!9.Iudes s.ymbols about prograrn content such a V
(for violence), S ( for s~)(ual depicti()ll and nudity), andL (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets famIlies' needs, rrecoinmend thai any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment iIidustry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

/,,/"u.--A/~ ~6LJ
Summervil High School
Summerville, SC

No. of Copie~ rec'd
Ust ASCDE '-----

----------



March 16, 1997

Chairman Red Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

..' . Et r;;LE COpy ORIGINAL

()

We are writing on behalf of the NationalPTA, Georgia PTA and Dr. John H. Heard
Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti. The rating system does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV viewing for their
children. According to major surveys, parents want to make those decisions on
their own, based on content information about programs.

The FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the system. Instead, we request the following:

-Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. The
rating should include content information about the program. For example, V for
violence, L for language.

-The FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

-The rating system on the TV be made larger and appear more frequently during the
program.

-The rating board be independent and include parents.

-Any rating system be approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

J~~7t~-
~)j(~L
Nan'4.d Regina Marsh

Lizella, GA

'''n Of 1..'"'0": 1..1~ ~''.'''''. 1 I ',J~,e~ FeG" a
List ABGDZ: .----
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SAMPLE LEITER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20SS..J.

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

ooMJ f\lE CO~'f O~\G\tm

I am (vve are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the G TA (local, council, dis-
tnct, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. l"'ews and H0rld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1<)<)6. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(f()r violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (tor language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one ratlllg svstem;

• That the Llting icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

v~L !.L-' Ot&Cdl{)
Your Name
Town. State
Ct~ u,UJ... ~u~ It-lt-i..~.j-
Q.l.b.~ .O&..-_ . ~

No. 01 Cop1es reC'd.__O _
Usl.t'\BCDE

---------------



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

\.IDCKel fllt ~Vr' 1UKililNAL

RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

I am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provid~ sufficientcon1ell! Jrlforml:l!toJ} so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropiiateTvprogrammfrig-(or their children. Major 'surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV indUstry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

That any rating system approved by the FCC bP. eV::iluated by i",rlependent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents. "\ (,S- ~

,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue'so important to children and families.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

.I (' r· ~~~.::~~~ ~c~~=n~u~o ttl~~Cs~'::~~hed:~'Sin'::~:e~ )\ I infOl111ation about programs Such" as V(for violence), S(fOr,se,~xuaidePidion~nd n,u,dily), )
\ , and L (for language); I ,-,.-,..-t rl- <C d f! "-,,' ( /

"'-_"'- .___-'- .. -ill.t) c\ {"v~l1e-'--1 w·e r\f.. {, " ,( -/ hl-L rt/.( ~y01A..

(
• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive v'

more than one rating system;

.(;;.ea;i:;;~~!";':;~~n'; ~~:~e~ ~:::~ine~ya~1 on ttle

C. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC a~d that it include ~
parents; and

\

Sincerely, .

a{[,~U~, of- C~t L"
I .
U

Tulsa, Oklahoma

'// ({
No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDi:: :--._--



March, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federa1 conununications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners: DOCKET PtE COPY ORIGINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC97-34

As a member of the National PTA and the Manor Hill PTA in Lombard, m., I am
writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented bY Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
my TV screen does not provide sufficient content infOtmation so .that 1, as a parent, can
decide what is appropriate for my family to watch.

I strongly agree with the resul1s of major surveys released in the faD which showed that
parents don't want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. I want to
make those choices myself, based on content infonnation about the program.
Furthennore, the ratinp should be published in advance of a program's airing in periodicaJs
that carry TV schedules.

By law, the FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do NOT believe this
system does so. I ask the FCC NOT to approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

• Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's current rating
system. The FCC should accept a rating system only if it includes information about the
content and frequency of~olence (V), sexual depiction and nudity (8) and adult language
(L).

• The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would &Bow parents
to receive more than one rating system.

• The ra1iDg icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program..

• The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC, and it
should include parcnD.

.. Any raiiDg syItem approved by the FCC should be evaluated by an mdq;ettdeu,
research source to dctetmine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thouah I can and often do tum off the TV in my home, it remains by far the most
pervasiw influence on America's children with the potential for enonnous impact on
society. Thank you for thiI opportunity to comment on an issue of uDnOit importance to
aD of our children and families.

Sincerely,
p/J~-~=J?L- ///~--

Lombard, DJinois

No. of Copies rec·d.__'O__
UstABCDE



Warrf>n Twp. PTA
Warren Central High School
9301 E. lRth Street
Indpls .. In. ~6229

\ta I' C h 19. 1997.

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 ~ Street N.W. Room 222
Washin~ton. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET ~O. 97-55, FCC 97-34 DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

-- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

--That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

--That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

o
Sincerely,

~ClJtrY2r1,,!(1"J

I·~O. of Copies rec'd
LIst ABCDE ----
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DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL J

March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

REi CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

"

6

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Santa
Clarita Valley Council PTA to voice our opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the screen does not provide sUfficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system.

We request that you accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence)
S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language). The
rating board should be independent of the industry and the
FCC and should include parents. Any rating system approved
by the FCC should be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely, r

~~~
Sue Neiberger/ SCV Council PTA President
Santa Clarita, California

CC:Continental Cablevision
Stevenson Ranch Cable, Inc.
Time Warner Cable

~o. of Copies rec'd
List ABCOE ----
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Fcd~ral Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

uecKEr FILE COpy ORfGfNAL
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what i~ appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and \Vorld Report, and Media studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that th.e FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V -chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for tltis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

~i ~k'2'J~es rec'd 0 Sincerely, ) I/L!', fda', f{ )IhtJ1(/ Iflff'Ylt fA, 1(.11/,d

I '-I'A / ~ / /,,14 ./7~ / /\ A,f /rr7/J W,Il (1J, / //fJ.. ,./Y1



Chainnal1 Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman HWldt and Commissioners:JCKET FILF COpy ORGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

~do &PJ2.
Summerville High School
Summerville, SC

No. 01 Copies rec'd ()
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1404 North 300 West
Centerville, Utah 84014" '.!

March 25,1997

Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Sirs,

We wish to voice our opposition to the current industry rating system.
We are glad to see some kind of rating taking place, but we feel that a
descriptive, content-based rating system would be more useful to
us as parents.

Here is another feature to this system that could make it more effective:

*Display the rating continuously throughout the
program.

*If this is not possible then display it after each
commercial for about 1minute so that a new
viewer could be aware of the rating.

If the networks are worried about losing viewers due to the explicit
content of their programs then maybe this will help them clean up their
act, thus improving society as a whole - reducing crime, gangs, and
violence!

i
in rely, ;~.d)~ ,1

, ~@Pf'-~~~
~.~c£-Jd:L/

R d &Sheri Tidwell

No. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABCDE '-----



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and CommissionenDOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myselfbased on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,
.

q0--l~
Summerville High School
Summerville, SC

No. o! Copies rOC'd,_.....:O:....-_
Ust ABeDE
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PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov 1X)CKET FILE COpy ORJGJNAl
RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterJRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do riot believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating systemas proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

TVAJL-Sincerely,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd~....:O....·~__
UstABCDE



Chairnun Reed Hunet and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 lvl Street N.W, Room 22:2
Washingcon, DC 2055-!- DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

~'e are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (local, council. dis-L2; stJte PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents em make decisions
about \vhat is appropriJte TV programming fo~' their children. Major surveys releJsed this fall which
demonsm.te overwhelming parent preference for a rJting system that gives parents intormacion about
the content of programs were conducted by the NJtional PTA, U S. iVews and H0rld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not \vant the TV industry co imerpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parems \vant to make those choices themselves based on content informacion abOUt the program.
Any r:lting system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required co determine \vhether the industry's rating system has me:: statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask thJt the FCC not approve the industry racing system. InsteJd, we request the following:

• ~ei"·h6·ctfcum.stances shotiTCi tfrPCC'approveEhe indusrry?s rating system. Further, the FCC-"
···mould accept no rating system thaedoes not include contem information about programs such as V
-ifor violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that \vould allow parents co receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rJting icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABCD::: --...;:::;--

Thank you for this opportunity to com~ent on an issue so importam to children and families.

~.~

/70 7 POJ-Gk~ f2c1,

~, ()fvJ; i/
:/ I-j-:J d--d-9

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State



Chairnun Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
\Vashington, DC :2055-+

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (\~ writing on behalf of the National PTA and the.~ (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valemi, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does noc provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about \vhat is appropriate TV programming fo~' their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate ovenvhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the comem of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Cemer/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parems want to make those choices themselves based on coment information about the program.
Any rating system without coment descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals thac carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, \,ve request the following:

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one ratIng system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meecs the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so importJ.nt to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State



28 March 1997

~EfFtlE copy ORIGINAl
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Snow
Canyon High School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. Parents
want to make choices about what TV programming is appropriate
for their children based on content information about the
programs. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not present
sufficient information and is useless.

I do not believe the industry's rating system meets the
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996
and therefore ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That the FCC not approve the industry's rating system and
that it should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nUdity), and
L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the ~v screen be made larger,
more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of great
i~portance and concern to me and other familes and children.

Sincerely, t
fI/1)t0L~ U JZ!f&-v<.L-U
~ene A. Glover
Ivins, Utah 84738 o

No. of Copies rec'd'-- _
list ABCDE



----_._----_._-----

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 DOCkET FfLE CO:)YORIGINAl

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe tIus system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
cllildren and families.

~.liPJeerreell~Y, l/)

ptft;cJ~
Summerville High School
Summerville, SC
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